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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to communications: RCE amendment filed on 10/13/2005. 

2. Claims 1, 2, 4-7, 9-12, 14, and 15 are pending in the case. Claims 1, 6, and 1 1 are 
independent claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragi aphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the inteniational application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1, 2, 4-7, 9-12, 14, and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Silva et al. (hereinafter "Silva"). US 6,976,210 Bl provisional filed 8/31/1999. 

Regarding independent claims 1, 6, and 11, Silva discloses extracting one or a plurality 
of partial documents from the first documents according to locations of the first documents on 
the Internet and ranges of the partial documents to be extracted in fig. 2, 6-8, col. 5 line 22 - col 
8 line 21, and col. 1 1 line 35 - col 12 line 3. Silva discloses wherein the locations and the 
ranges are described by the specific markup language in the second document in col. 9 lines 16- 
26. Silva discloses that the mai kup expression for extracting the partial documents is stored in 
the Web view composite display document. Silva discloses inserting the partial documents 
extracted by the extracting step into the second document to generate a document structure 
containing original document structures of the first and second documents according to insertion 
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positions of the partial documents on the second document in fig. 2, 6-8, and col. 8 line 66 - col 
9 line 15. Silva discloses wherein the insertion positions are described by the specific markup 
language in the second document in col. 9 lines 16-26. Silva discloses converting the document 
structure generated by the inserting step into a desired document structure according to ranges of 
the second document to be converted including the paitial documents inserted by the inserting 
step and identification information of a file describing a conversion rule for converting the 
document structure into the desired document stmcture, the ranges and the identification 
information described by the specific markup language in the second document in fig. 2, col. 7 
line 16 - col. 8 line 14, and col. 9 lines 16-26. Silva teaches that the parser can correct, or 
convert, the tag structure into the desired structure in col. 7 hnes 47-52. Therefore Silva teaches 
converting a current document structure into a desired document structure. 

Regarding dependent claims 2, 7, and 12, Silva discloses wherein the second document 
is described by using at least a tag for describing the locations of the first documents on the 
Intemet and the ranges of the partial documents to be extracted in fig. 2 and col. 5 line 22 - col. 8 
line 14. Silva discloses wherein the second document is described by using at least a tag for 
describing specifying the insertion positions of the partial documents on the second document in 
fig. 2 and col. 8 hne 66 - col. 9 line 15. 

Regarding dependent claims 4, 9, and 14, Silva discloses using at least a tag for 
specifying the ranges for which the document structure of the second document is to be 
converted and describing the identification information of the file describing the conversion rule 
in fig, 2, col. 5 line 65 - col. 6 line 29, col. 7 line 16 - col. 8 line 14, and col. 9 lines 16-26. 
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Regarding dependent claims 5, 10, and 15, Silva discloses wherein the second 
document is described by Extensible Markup Language (XML), and when the first documents 
are not described by the XML, the extracting step extracts the partial documents from the first 
documents after converting the fii st documents into a description format according to the XML 
in col. 7 hne 16 - col. 8 hne 14. 



Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1, 2, 4-7, 9-12, 14, and 15 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new grounds of rejection. Upon further consideration and 
search, the Examiner has found the prior art reference of Silva et al. (hereinafter "Silva") 
published on 12/13/2005 and not available during the previous Office Action. The Examiner 
believes Silva teaches extracting partial documents from Web page documents, inserting the 
extracted partial documents into a second document, and converting the document structure 
generated by the inserting into a desired document structure as is taught by the claimed 
invention. The final desired document structure of Silva is called a Web view file. The Web 
view file contains script and specification commands which extract partial documents from a 
plurality of Web page sources and integrates them into a single output document. The 
positioning of the partial documents are determined by the layout information. Silva teaches a 
pai'ser that coiTects, or converts, the tag structure generated by the inserted paitial documents into 
a desired document structure. Therefore, the Examiner has rejected the claimed invention as 
being anticipated by Silva. 
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6. 



The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 



disclosure. Reshef et al., US 6,865,593 Bl provisional filed 4/12/2000 discloses dynamic 
integration of web sites. Sugiura et al., "Internet Scrapbook: Automating Web Browsing Tasks 
by Demonstration", Proceedings of the 11*^ Annual ACM Symposium on User Interface 
Software and Technology, published by ACM Press, 1998, pages 9-18 discloses a user creating a 
personal page by clipping only necessary portions from multiple Web pages. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Peter J. Smith whose telephone number is 571-272-4101. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mondays-Fridays 7:00am-3:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor. Heather R. Herndon can be reached on 571-272-4136. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Pubhc PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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WILLIAM BA8H0RE 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



